IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 
CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION 

i 

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 829 of 2013 

■ 1 t 

« 

» 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

I 

S.G. Vombatkere & Anr ...Petitioners 

Versus 

Union of India & Ors. ...Respondents 

ADDITIONAL AFFI DAVIT ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONERS 

I, Bezwada Wilson, S/o Late Shri Yacob, aged about 47 years, R/o 36/13 

Ground Floor, East Patel Nagar, New Delhi, do hereby solemnly affirm and state 
as follows:- 

i 

* 

% 

1. I am the Petitioner No.2 in the captioned writ petition. I am fully 

* 

conversant with the facts of the present case and competent to swear this 
affidavit. 

1 

i 

2. I say that the captioned writ petition is connected to WP (c) No. 494 of 

i 

2013 (Justice K.S. Puttaswamy (Retd) & Anr v/s Union of India & Ors) and 
. Other batch of petitions where the core challenge is to the violation of 
basic human rights as a result of the Unique Identification Project ("UID 
Project"). I say that along with the writ petition, the Petitioners have also 
preferred an application for urgent reliefs more particularly stated therein. 

3. I say that on 23-9-2013, after the hearing the parties, this Hon'ble Court 
was pleased to pass an interim order directing that no person should 
suffer for not getting the Aadhaar card despite circulars issued by any 
authority making it mandatory. This Court also directed that when any 
person applies to get the Aadhaar Card voluntarily, it may be checked 
whether the person is entitled for it under the law and that it should not 
be given to any illegal immigrant. Annexed and 


marked hereto as 




J 


dated 23-9-2013. 


Thereafter, the matter was again listed on 26-11-2013. After hearing the 
matter at length, the Hon'ble Court was of the view that all the States and 

Union Territories have to be impleaded as Respondents and accordingly 

* 

notice has been issued to all the States and Union Territories. 
Significantly, the Hon'ble Court expressly extended the interim order 
passed on 23-9-2013. Annexed and marked hereto as ' ANNEXURE A-2 - 

^—IQ—IM-I is copy of the order dated 26-11-2013. In 

compliance of the order dated 26-11-2013, the new Respondents have 
. been impleaded. 

I say that I am filing this additional affidavit to bring on record the 
continuous breach and wilful defiance of interim orders dated 23-9-2013 
and 26-11-2013 ("Interim Orders") by all the Respondents, their 
officers, departments and instrumentalities. I respectfully submit that the 
conduct of the Respondents is highly contumacious and requires urgent 

i 

attention of this Hon'ble Court. ' 


The interim order dated 23-9-2013 contains two specific' directions. The 

• * , 

first part of the order directs that Aadhaar card shall not be mandatory 

and no person shall be denied any service for not having an Aadhaar card. 

The second part of the order directs taking appropriate steps for checking 

the manner of enrolment. These directions were passed to give urgent 

reliefs to citizens of the country against serious violation of human rights 

and fundamental rights but the same have been disregarded. 

I submit that despite the legality of the UID Project being in question 

before this Hon'ble Court, there has been an undue haste in implementing 
the UID Project. 
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AADHAAR CARD MANDATORY 

8. I say that the UID Project seeks to persuade public sector as well a? 
private sector service providers to require residents to produce a UID 
number as a pre-requisite for granting services. This coercion is employed 
to ensure that unless a person has an Aadhaar card, it will become 
impossible for him to access essential sendees. 

9. The aforementioned writ petition and connected IAs list out in detail a 

number of orders, resolutions and media reports demonstrating the 

* 

coercive acton of some of the Respondents. For instance, (i) the 

» 

Government of NCT of Delhi and the State of Jharkhand has made 

i 

Aadhaar card compulsory for registration of marriages as well as for 

« ♦ 

registration of various documents in the Sub Registrar Offices (ii) The 

i 

, State of Maharashtra has made Aadhaar number mandatory for 
government employees for drawing salary (iii) The State of Karnataka 
has made Aadhaar number mandatory for availing benefits under 
government schemes such as social security pensions, LPG connection, 
ration card etc (iv) The Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas has made 

Aadhaar number mandatory for 'Direct Benefit Transfer' scheme for LPG 

> 

customers, (v) The Ministry of Rural Development has made it mandatory 
for every beneficiary under 'The Mahatma Gandhi National Rural 
Employment Guarantee Scheme' to have an Aadhaar number. I carve 
leave to refer to and rely upon the said circulars/ decisions. . 

10. I say that each and every Respondent (including the newly added 
Respondents) through their organs/departments continue implement the 
notifications / circulars and continue to insist on Aadhaar card as 
mandatory despite the Interim Orders passed by this Hon'ble Court on 23- 



9 2013 and 26-2013. In fact, instead of complying with the orders of this 
Hon'ble Court, the Respondents have initiated a massive campaign forcing 
the citizens to enrol for Aadhaar card by way of newspaper 

advertisements/circulars/decisions. 

I respectfully submit that as a result of disobedience of the Interim 
Orders, basic seivices are still being denied to the citizens. I say that 
crucial aspects like education, salary, registration of marriages, 
registration of documents, LPG subsidy etc are being denied to citizens. I 
say that this is a serious breach of constitutional rights of citizens and 
urgent intervention of by this Hon'ble Court is necessary. 


The facts set out below demonstrate the contumacious conduct of the 

Respondents: 

♦ 

a) Despite the Interim Orders, The Reserve Bank of India by its 
circular dated 26-11-2013 added Aadhaar (biometric validation) as 
additional factor of authentication for card present transactions and 
all new cards issued by Banks have to Aadhaar (biometric 
validation) acceptance. Firstly, I submit that this circular is illegal as 
it issued in breach of orders of this Honble Court. Secondly, I say 
that this is striking example of misuse of biometrics of citizens by 

easy access to all and sundry. Annexed and marked as 
-ANN EXURE - 3 - (PAGES IF -rn y hereto is a strategy 

paper available on the website of UIDAI. The Petitioners have filed 
an application for impleading the Reserve Bank of India. 

b) Despite the Interim Orders, citizens are being refused registration 
of documents and marriages etc by officers of Respondents. On 12- 
11-2013, The Sub Registrar, Mehrauli, Delhi refused to register a 
lease agreement since the parties did not have an Aadhaar 
card. Annexed and marked hereto as ' ANNEXURE - 4 - 

^ GES —^—12—LZ_J is the copy of Affidavit affirmed by Ms. 
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C) 


Kiran Bhatty, a resident of Delhi, who was denied registration on 
account of not having obtained an Aadhaar Card. 

l 

On 1-1-2014, The Ministry of Petroleum & Natural Gas have 
published an advertisement in the Mumbai edition of DNA 
newspaper calling upon citizens to link the Aadhaar card with bank 
account to enjoy LPG subsidy. In response to this, Mr. k.P. 
Janardan, a resident of Mumbai, made an enquiry with the 
customer care of Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited and was 
informed that the Ministry has issued no instructions. Mr. K.P. 

i 

___ ♦ « 

Janardan has addressed an email dated 8-1-2014 calling upon to 

the Ministry to withdraw the advertisement in view of order dated 
23-9-2013 passed by this Hobble Court. However, there has 
been no response. Annexed and marked hereto as ' ANNEXURE - 

5 , (PAGES —TO _ j_Q J' is the copy of email dated 8-1-2014 

from Mr. K.P. Janardan to the Union Minister for Petroleum 
and Natural Gas. Also annexed hereto as ' ANNEXURE - 6 - 

( PAGES-^ TO JI }' is a copy of similar email from Maj. Gen. S. 

C. N. Jatar, Retd, resident of Pune to the Union Minister for 
Petroleum and Natural Gas.' 


* 
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d) 


The Indian Oil Corporation is carrying out a massive campaign 
through SMSes and other publicity material by which it is informing 
citizens that unless Aadhaar linked bank accounts are seeded to its 
database, no person will be given the LPG subsidy. Annexed and 
marked hereto as ' ANNEXURE - 7 - fPAGFS to £3 v is 

an article published in the The Hindu, Karnataka edition on 5-1- 
2014. 
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The State of Jharkhand through newspaper advertisements is 
directing parents to enrol their children for Aadhaar card and 

provide the particulars to the school. Annexed and marked hereto 

as ' ANNEXURE - 8 - (PAGES _ fe y is the 

advertisement published in the Times of India, Patna edition dated 
31-10-2013. 
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I say that there is a substantial difference in the retail price of LPG for an 
individual not having an Aadhaar card and the subsidised price for an 
individual who has an Aadhaar card. For instance, the market price of 
domestic LPG cylinder is Rs.943.36/-. The retail price after giving the 
subsidy works out to Rs.410.50/-. Thus, a substantial benefit of 
Rs.555.55/- is being denied to each individual on daily basis merely 
because the individual who does not possess an Aadhaar card. This is 
sought to be done on the basis of an irrational and an unconstitutional 

t 

policy of the Respondents. I say that this action on the part of the 

Respondents, is highly indiscriminate and arbitrary and the same ought to 

» 

be struck down. I say that as an interim measure all. Respondents ought 

to be directed to cancel policies/projects which make Aadhaar card 

■ 

i 

mandatory. 


* 

Further, it is to be pointed out that Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 

and the Oil Marketing Companies have filed their affidavits and I.A.s 

before this Court praying for modification of order dated 23.09.2013. Even 

as such applications are pending, the Respondents have contumaciously 

gone ahead and acted as if such modification or leave has been granted 
and in force. 

i 

I respectfully submit that under Article 144 of Constitution of India, all 

authorities are required to act in aid of orders of the Supreme Court of 

» 

India. I submit that the conduct of the Respondents in this case is 

absolutely illegal and all actions in breach of the Interim Orders ought to 
be struck down. 





*x«\ *VW* * <■«■'» r 


-4 " * .'£ 7 ‘. 


• * / v •• J- v j j.js» 


7 

In view of the above fart-c =nw ,-• 

ircumstances, it is humbly submitted this 
Hon'bte Court be pleased to P ass appropriate directions against each 

spondent directing them to comply with the Interim Orders and (i) 

appropriate order restraining each ot the Respondents from issuing any 

circular, notation, advertisement, notice, order or any communication 

w atsoever to any person indicating that Aadhaar be insisted upon for 

availing of any sevice, facility or subsidy (ii) appropriate order directing 

• eafl1 and every Respondent to withdraw al, the circuiars/decisions and 

,SSUe 30 3PPr ° Priate C, “" “* Aadhaar card is not mandatory and 
no service will be denied to any individual for not having an Aadhaar card. 

These directions must be made mandatory even for private agencies 

seeking to use the Aadhaar database. Further, the Respondents must be 

directed to take appropriate steps to and create a mechanism for checking 
Whether the person is entitled for enrolment under the law. 




Verified at New Delhi on this the on® H a „ „ f , 

of paragraphs 1 to nf „ ^ 2 ° H that the 

yrapns 1 to of my above affidavit in replv are tme = a 

my knowledge, that no part thereof is false a „ „ “ rreCt to 

concealed there from. 119 material has bee " 
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ITEM NO .*5 + 58 

m m 


Court No.5 


SUPREME COURT OF I 

record of proceedings 

writ PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s) 
JUSTICE K.S.PUTTASWAMY(RETD)& anr 


SECTION PIL 
N D I A 
494 OF 2012 
Petitioner(s) 


VERSUS 


UNION OF INDIA & ORS. 
(With appln(s) for stay) 


Respondent(s) 


I 


WITH T.P.(C) NO. 47-48 of 2013 

(With appln(s) for stay and office report) 

PP n. for deletion of the name of petitioner no 

T.P.(C) NO. 476 of 2013 

(With appln(s) for stay and office report) ' 



W.P.(C) No. 829 of 2013 

(With appln(s) for interim relief and office report) 


Date: 23/09/2013 
today. 


These Petitions were called on 


for hearing 
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CORAM : 

HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN 
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.A. BOBDE 


V t 

i - 
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For Petitioner(s) 


I 

for 

For Respondent(s) 


Mr. Anil B. Divan, Sr. Adv. 

Mr. Ankit Goel, Adv. 

Mr. Ranvir Singh, Adv. 

Mr. Sanjay Yadav, Adv. 

Mr. Anish Kumar Gupta,Adv. 

Ms. Deepshikha Bharati, Adv. 

Mr. S.S. Shamshery, Adv. 

■ Mr. Rajeev Kr. Singh, Adv. 

Mr. Nachiketa Joshi, Adv. 

I 

I 

» • 

Mr. P.R. Kovilah Poongkuntr'an,' Adv. 
Mrs. Geetha Kovilan, Adv. 

I 

I 

Mr. Shyam Divan, Sr. Adv. 

Mr, Pratap Venugopal, Adv. 

Ms. Meenakshi Chauhan, Adv. 

• Varun Singh, Adv. 

Mr. Gaurav Nair, Adv. 

M/s. K.J. John & Co. 

\ 

Mr. Mohan Parasaran, SG 
Mr. L. Nageshwar Rao, ASG 
Mr. Farrukh Rasheed, Adv. 

Mr. Alok Mishra, Adv. 

Mr. D.S. Mahra ,Adv 
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ro0H heaCi "9 <=°«Mel the Court m d 

v^ourt made the f A n 
Order following 

Issue notice i n w . p , . 

(C) No * 829 / 2013 . 


petitioner no 31 ™ j f ° r deletion of the 
allowed. ' ln Kos. 47 of £ 

476 of 201'}^ n ° S ' ^^*’48 of 2013 anH t 

order. 2013 *" al ^>-d in tl“i ,CI . H °- 

the signed 

finall y A1 \ is \ h \ u ro ^ers require fco ^ 

t e Constitution Bench is^ver. flnal hearizi 3 after 

for not .getting m the W AdhJar card*” 0 * Sh ° Uld SUffer 
that some authority had issued Spite of the fact 
mandatory and when any person Cl 5 ? ul « ^ing it 

Adhaar Card voluntarily, U mL ? P S t0 get the 

hat person is entitled'for i t- ^ J* checked whether 

S ° Uld n0t bS giV6n to an y i] -legalMigrant. ^ ** 


(deepak MANSUKHANI) 

• Court Master (M.S. NEGX) 

• (Signed order i <= , Court Master 

a ea oraer is placed on the file) 





THE GOVT. 


XN THE SUPREME; 
CIVIL ORIGINAL 


COURT OF INDIA 

JURISDICTION 



■EJETI 


N 


i-HQl 


OF INDIA & ORS. ETC. 



m 


••••Petitioner (s) 


VERSUS 


S, RAJU Sc ANR, ETC. 


• -.-Respondent(s) 


WITH 

IB MSF E R PRTTTIOMfrTvtT.) . 47c „„ 


ORDER 


Heard•learned counsel for the parties. 


Having regard to the facts and Circumstances 

I 

♦ 

of the case, we are satisfied that this is a 'fit case 
where the prayer for transfer is to be allowed. 


On the facts of the case, we allow these 
Transfer Petitions and direct that W.P(C) No. 439 of 
2012 titled S. Raju Vs. Govt, of India and Others 
pending before the D.B. of the High Court of Judicature 
at Madras and PIL No. 10 of 2012 titled Vickram Crishna 
and Others Vs. UIDAI and Others pending before the High 


Court of 
Court. 
Registry 
transmit 


Judicature at Bombay be transferred to this 
The Registry of the High Court of 'Madras and 
of the High Court of Bombay are requested to 
the original records to this Court 


expeditzously• 


I 
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ITEM NO.1 COURT NO.5 SECTION PIL 

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

% 

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO'(s) . 494 OF 2012 

JUSTICE K.S.PUTTASWAMY(RETD)& ANR Petitioner(s) 

VERSUS 


UNION OF INDIA & ORS. 

(With appln(s) for directions, 
modification of court's order, 
(For final disposal) 


Respondent(s) 

stay, intervention, clarification / 
impleadment and office report) 


WITH W.P(C) NO. 829 of 2013 

(With appln(s) for interim relief and impleadment and office report) 
(For final disposal) 

W.P(C) NO. 932 of 2013 

(With appln(s) for directions and office report) 

W.P.(C) No. 833 of 2013 

(With appln(s) for directions & impeladment & office report) 

(For final disposal,) 

T.C.(C) No. .../2 013 @.T.P.(C) No. 47-48/2013 

(With appln(s) for stay and deletion of the name of petitioner) 

(For final disposal) 

T.C. (C) No./2013 @ T.C. (C) No. 476/2013 

(With appln(s) for stay) _ . 

(For final disposal) 

« • 

l ■ 

Date: 26/11/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today. 
CORAM : 

HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN 
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.A. BOBDE 


For Petitioner(s) 

Mr. Soli J. Sorabjee, Sr. Adv. 
Mr. Mehernaz Mehta, Adv. 

Mr. Ankit, Adv. 

Mr. Anil B. Diwan, Sr. Adv. 

Mr. Ankit Goel, Adv. 

Ms. Deepshikha Bharti, Adv. 

Ms. Nachiketa Joshi, Adv. 

M. Pattabhi Ram, Adv. 

Mr*. S . S . Shamsherya, Adv. 

Mr. Nishant Katreswarkar, Adv. 
Mr. Mehernaaz Mehta, Adv. 

Mr. Sanjay Yadav, Adv. 

Mr. Anish Kumar Gupta,Adv. 

Mr. Mohit Chaudhary, Adv. 

Ms. Varnika Singh, Adv. 

Mr. Imran Ali, Adv. 
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Ms. Damani Chawla, Adv. 

Mr. Harsh Sharma, Adv. 

Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv. 

Mr. Shyam Divan, Sr. Adv. 
Mr. Pratap Venugopal, Adv. 
Ms. Meenakshi Chauhan, Adv. 
Mr. Varun Singh, adv. 

Mr. Anuj Sarna, Adv. 

Mr Nirman Sharma, Adv. 

Mr. Abhinav Malhotra, Adv. 
M/S. K.J. John & Co., Adv. 

Mr. p.s. Narashima, Sr. Adv. 
Mr. V. Mohana, Adv. 

Mr. B. Raghunhth, Adv. 

Mr - S. Prasana, Adv. 

Mr. Ishaan Geroge, Adv. 

Mr. Vij ay Kumar. 

Ms. Aishwarya Bhati, Adv. 

Mr. D.S. Mahra ,Adv. 


Mr. 
Mrs. 


P.R. Kovilan, Adv. 
Geetha Kovilan, Adv. 


For Respondent(s) 


For Intervenors 


Mr. Mohan Parasaran, s.G. 
Mr. Alok Kumar, Adv. 

Mr. Alok Prassana, Adv. 
Mr. Anupam Prasad, Adv.’ 
Mr. D.s. Mahra, Adv.' 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Sunil Kumar, Sr. Adv. 
Tapesh Kumar Singh ,Adv 
Mohd. Waquas, Adv. 


Mr. Mohit D. Ram, Adv. 

“ adhvi Chaudary, Adv. 

I asv Anant Raman, Adv. 


Mr. L. Nageshwara Rao, ASG 
Mr. Amit Meharia, Adv. 

Ms. Khushbu Jain, Adv. 

For M/s Meharia & Co., Advs. 


Mr. 
Ms. 


Sai Krishna Rajgopal, 
Julian George, Adv. 


Adv. 
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Mr. Nikhil Nayyar, Adv. 

Ms. Pritha Srikumar Iyer, Adv. 

Mr. Dhananjay Baijal, Adv. 

Ms. Akanksha, Adv. 

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following 

ORDER 

After hearing the matter at length, we are 

° f thS VieW that a11 States and Union 

rritories have to be impleaded as respondents to 

give effective directions. In view thereof notice 

issued to all the States and Union Territories 
through standing counsel.',. . 

The advocates who have already entered 
appearance must file their replies within a period 
of three days from today. Learned standing counsel 
for the States who were, not represented may take 
instructions from their respective States and file 
their response within one week. 

List this matter for further hearing on 10 
December, 2013. 


i th 


Interim order to continue, in the meantime. 


[ Neeta ] 
Sr. p. a. 


[M.S. Negi] 
Court Master 




m 


/ 


rv 


ymLX^tsL- k . 


"V x nivU 

if^W 

&2afr7 

-U,*fS 


+>„ *v* 


RBI / 2013 -14/380 
DPSS (CO) PD No. 1164/ 02 14 003/2013-14 


RESERVE BANK OF INDIA. 

www rhi.oirtjn 


November 26, 2013 


In'c/S m l n ,? na Mana 8' n 9 Director / Chief Executive Officers 

State Ba " te ' 

Authorised Card Payment Networks 
Madam / Dear Sir, 

Se curity and Risk Mitigation Measures for c.rH P resent Tnn^. 

A reference is invited to our circular riateri Ra ptor^.. 2 p onii nn •* • 
mitigation measures r^latori to Cord Pi. .. i.i rp.i 22 ' 2011 secunty 'ssues and risk 
February 28. 2 013 and June 24 ?n~n nn e^,,L. ^ nri ra r ^ art 7 nS ’. al0ng Wlth circulars dated 
payment transactions wherein various timpimoc ^ ^ mi l 9 atlon measures for electronic 

for securing card and electronic payment transactions ' nd ' Cated f ° r accom P |lshm ent of tasks 

2. It may be recalled that the “ Workmn ^mnn ™ c ~ 

(Chairperson. Gowri Mukheriee) set ud bv RRl Lh— — cunnc l Card Pres ent Transactions " 
Aadhaar as an effective alternative fo^ S|« h J? 

transactions subject to fulfilment of certain tasks It. fnlh ° f authentication for domestic 
recommendation another Zl rl f Stated therem ' ln ord er to evaluate this 

Aadhaar (biometric validation) as addition 'f 0 ?® 01 RBI to assess the feasibility of 
transactions. } aS addltl0nal factor of authentication for card present 

into conslderS^ hTveTak ^ 1®®" examined by RBl After taking 

as well as the scalability and effectiveness of Aadhl P ® Ce the C3rd pa y ment ecosystem 
advised as follows. veness ° f Aadhaar over a P enod of time, the banks are 

' lUZTSi 7 SL m n a l a i; d by ,h e Re h serve Bank ,0 ad ° p( 

additional factor of authentication Aad C aar as 

securing the card present payment infrastructure P ^hnology for 

and Aadhaar b °' h EMV Chip and PIN 

W? ISSUed U^ ' de, Sec ! ,0n 18 df ^ Settlement Systems Aot 2007. 

5. Please acknqwledge the receipt of this circular. 

♦ 

Yours faithfully, 


(Vijay Chugh) 

Chief General Manager 


J 


/4nN6¥X>&€~4- 


AFFIDAVIT 

C “I ^ ' ^-ArMui^/AJ 

I, Kiran Bhatty, aged about tfj_ years, residing at N * ts( ~° hprphy 

solemnly affirm and state as follows:- 

t 

1. I am a citizen of India and I am conversant with issues of public interest raised 

in Writ Petition (c) No. 829 of 2013. I 'say that I am competent to swear this 

» 

t » 

affidavit. 1 

I 

( • 

« * » 

i 

1 

♦ 

2. I am filing this short affidavit to fiarrate my experience of being denied basic 

t 

services by the government for not having an Aadhaar card, despite showing the 
order date 23-9-2013 passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India. 

3. On the 12th of November 2013, I visited the Registrar's Office in Mehrauli, Delhi 
to register a rental agreement between Mrs Tani Bhargav and myself for lease of 

the premises C-l Nizamuddin East, owned by Mrs Bhargav, for a period of 22 

months, starting November 15, 2013. 

\ 

4. I was informed by the real estate agent, that I needed to have a valid photo-ID 
for the purpose. Accordingly I took along my voter ID card and also my Indian 
passport for good measure. However, on arriving at the Mehrauli office I was 
informed that the lease could not be registered without an Aadhar card. I 
informed the Registrar that the Honourable Supreme Court of India had passed 
an order on September 23, 2013 to the effect that Aadhaar card was not to be 
made mandatory for the provision of public services. To my great surprise the 
Registrar completely dismissed my assertion stating, "Oh, that matter is in 
appeal." When I told him that nevertheless, till the matter was finally settled the 
Court had ordered that Aadhaar card could not be made mandatory, he 
responded saying, " I only follow what my government ["meri sarkar"] tells me. 
And I have been told not to process anything without the Aaadhar card". 




)7 


5. I tried yet again saying a) the Supreme Court was surely part of his "sarkar" and 
b) both the voter ID and the passport were also part of his "sarkar's" documents 
and thus he would not be violating government orders. But he was completely 
intransigent and by this time became rather aggressive saying that he did not 
care about an* of this and was quite happy to give a written response saying 
that he could not process the registration papers without the Aadhar card. 


6. When we asked him to give the written statement he told us that he would do so 
only on submission of the papers and as a response to our application. He would 
on that application write that he could not complete the transaction and we were 
then free to go into “appeal" to his supervising officer - the Commissioner. 


7. Unfortunately we could not go through with this elaborate procedure, as we 
needed to complete our formalities so that I could take possession of the 
premises I was renting. The whole procedure the Registrar suggested could 
takes days, if not weeks. So, we simply exchanged the stamp-papers [of an 
unnecessarily high value] on which the agreement was drafted and entered into 

“5 :j-L-_» 


a good faith contract. 


i 

8. The refusal of a serving government official to act on the basis of court orders 
left all of us stunned and extremely distressed. 


* 

9. This matter must be brought before the notice of the bench that'has passed the' 

« 

orders and the erring official/s called to book. 


I 



% 


Kiran Bhatty 




J 
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Gmaii - Fvwt DBTL Scheme advertisement 



Nimi an Sharma <nirman.shama@gmail.com> 
o. Nirman Sharma <nirman.shahna@gmail.com> 


Forwarded message —-_ 

/n i__ . w 


n^ : w P ^ a , nardan <kp J anardaf1 @gmail.com> ’ 

Date. Wed, Jan 8, 2014 at 3:00 PM 

£SSEt'Er adw ~ ■ * c “ 

Cc: sec png@nic.in 



Wed, Jan 15, 2014 at 5:16 F 


Dear Shri Moily 

Edition of DNA newpaperdated'1 h/u^ adw3rtlsement ( DBTL Scheme.pdf) appeared in the Mumbai 
Number can avail of LPGs^ w^ouf cannot 2 ° 14 ' ^ th ° Se CUStomers with Aad haar 

at v,khro,ii Mumbai ' and en o uired as 

9-13 Order.docx)** in W.P.(C) No 494 of 20^2 whfnh ?® t T C ° Urt ° rder 23/9/13 (SC 23- 

mandatory for, among other things, availing LPG subsidy*' Y ^ ^ Aadh3ar Card Shal1 n0t be made 

Tile reply I got from Shri Sushil. Customer Care Officer^ BPPI wa, 

(b) that S Na >“ ra ' °as. Go, of India; and 

23/9/13. S ' Wam Wf,alsoe * r from the Ministry following the Supreme Court Order of 

withdraw it and issue an a S pp? 0 priatll7amenTd one°aTth^eartiest! 11 '' W ° Uld theref ° re reqU ® St Y ° U t0 
I will appreciate a prompt response. 

Sincerely, and with regards 

K P Janardan 


P-S. 

Order of 26/11/13 (SC 26 -^ °-T3 Orderasp^remariled f °[, a modlfication of its aforesaid Order and had, in its 

2. M Shri Sushil added that a similar ad about the launrh^f tiT ncm l ° continue ’ in the meantime", 
same day, i.e., on 1/1/14. 0 he DBTL Scheme m Delhi was also released the 


Shri M Veerappa Moily 

Union Minister for Petroleum & Natural Gas 
Gov* of India. New Dplhi 


Copy to : Shri Vivek Rae, Secretary, Ministry 


of Petroleum & Natural Gas, Govt of India, 


New Delhi 
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ps 




^r4A* 




u* w * I 


lAC **4’ {# * 


Over 15 million LPG consumers In 184 districts are already* 
enjoying the benefit. You can join them tool 

It's simple: (' 

a2I 0 h wif dh T £ar ^ its c0py and ^nk's/LPG ? » 

,. a „ aar Mj^tW Porrtis?jtgyour: , 4 ' • ' \ 

!) §ggk Brtnch: For linkipgyour Aadhaar Number ? *M 

withyour Bank Accoui&mler, ‘ w ‘ ' Itgi 

, 4 , .'.'and • .-X;W 

You have 3 months to do the above. , J 

JlUtt them ^rour^S^^buwf*^^* (, ° m 8,4 W * Wt<iS t*fow 



* &Q 




• •" - " • »••' ”'Y 

.■It'ifl If?*. *.-4 

vf % ^ .t | J ^ 

" T,,l *>''’'*it-^.rf s >., rA -. lw . 1(1 ,. ^ 


OOiiJi * 4 >t*4 i : <- ••-;••■ ■ r- n '. * 

" '" ' J ' ;3 wHuu/ie :.a uiMrtcei-pi-l 

"" " l'«l»,.'.'|*Hu.).:i, w 
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« it the cylinder or the 

Aadhaar n Umber ? ' V ° r ° nly the finder or neither without the 

dhirJatar <scnjat@gmaji.com> 

io. vmoily@kar.nic.in 10 December 2013 11-59 

£ r • p t ' un ' ****** 

Ph <anu P arr isaraph@gm a il. CO m> 



Dr. M. Veerappa Moily 
Hon'ble Minister of Petroleum 
Government of India 

New Delhi 110001 


& Natural Gas 


uear bir, 


1 am giving three news re™*,- u , 

contradictory: P beow ' which Quote you and appear 

A report from the Hindu dated Ofi/10/13 <-u 

Petroleum and Natural Gas M. Veeraioa m I U ™° n M,nister for 

interest of consumers" to provide Aadhaar Zh ^ the 

companies, even though the comnam« ^ bers t0 Petroleum 

«** of the Supreme Court Z 7 tTadh ^ LPG ln 

b 09 us and weeding them out Z “ TZ ^ T ” 
consumers.' y Maanaar validation would help 

2. A Deccan Herald report dated 7/12/n rh^r >c 

Aadhaar was made mandatorv u ^ ^ F everyone ' s convenience, 
the Supreme Court * < H ° WeVer ' f ° ,loWing the "*ent order 0 
ctore ZrinZZ^reT^ ** « 

among them have got connections by producing fakeZuZtZ 


3. A Times of India report dated 18/10/13 that 'Despite Union minister 

V^rappa Moiiy stating last week that Aadhaar card is not mandatory for 

Lp G subsidy, distributors in Hyderabad are depriving consumers of the 
subsidy for not possessing Aadhaar cards'. 

You are requested to kindly issue a statement, and also put on your web-site 

clarifying the following keeping in mind the orders of the Supreme Court dated 
23/09/2013 (enclosed): • 


1 . Whether without an Aadhaar number an honest law-abiding citizen can 
get both: 

1 . the subsidy and the cylinder or 

2 . only the cylinder but not the subsidy or 






If 

4 



1 T <* reason, the *™^ 

connections obtained byTrodu ^ Cancel the 3 

De ccan Herald report? I U ° ng fa ke document 3 Crore LPG 

ab,e to say that three r the Ho "°urable 2, T $tated in the 

documents' without k n ^ have 9°t connection k S ^ f ° r P&INIG be 

,s an Aadhaar numbeT^ 9 f ° Whom the bogus card Y Pr ° ducing f ake 
ab 'ding n crore ^ 0r °BT requ,red to penal ^ ** ' SSUed? Why 
1 also crave leave to dr, G C ° nsumers ? he hones t and law 

Government at https : // ai Z ^ attentlon to the press rni 

1 am wnting , J* Se by West Bengal 

Writ Petition No IT T ° rdi ™Y^^ 

Cb etna Manch. ° 2013 pend 'ng in the Supreme'^ PrSjUdice to the 
H ‘9hest Regards ° Urt r,led b Y Nagrik 

Yours sincerely , 

Ma J- Gen. s. c. N j af=1 „ 

Former CMD OIL a w f/Retd 

References: ° NGC - VL 

Deccan Herald Report daf , 

httrr //,, port bated: Dec 7 )nn 

-~S£i/Zw ww.derr anhnr-ilrl '^13 

K, 1 * n a9e: ** 

Aadhaar mess: CylindeTTiS^I^^^ SE ' 

" 3 sold ' at n o"'suteidSdTSr' 

tlsj. Gen. S. C. N. Jatar, Retd 

ZTT e h d: 2024475366/ ^'^0093S3J 

The time to relax is when you do not have time for it! 

* 
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Karnataka 


Pubbshed: January5, 2 o, 4 23:45 IST , Updatei 

Despite apex court order, IOC proceeds with a 1 

proceeds With Aadhaar-linked DBT 



Overlhe past week, consumers hate been receiving frequent SMSes requesting them to submit their Aadhaar number to their LPG 
distributor and their bank, with ‘no further deia/. File Photo M A Srirain 

Once DBT starts, there is no other method to avail of subsidy: IOC official 

DespTte an interim ordef by tffe Suprem^Court disallowing the government from making the Aadhaar number 
mandatory for accessing State subsidies and benefits, Indian Oil Corporation (IOC) Ltd. continues to inform 
consumers that they will not get their LPG subsidy if they do not seed their Aadhaar-linked bank accounts to the IOC 


3ase. 

A hY *tv material released by IOC in thepast week indicate that the company is going ahead with the 
es an pu 1C |, , ea dlines for the Direct Bsnefit Transfer scheme for LPG. While the deadline for Udupi and 
n ^dd^^ts has been extended till Januiy-end, the “grace period” for Bangalore Urban will expire on March i. 

t pr rnnsumers have beel receiving frequent SMSes requesting them to submit their Aadhaar 
• the past week, ard their b*nk, "dth “no further delay”. Though the SMS does not state whether or 

lber to hjve beei instilling a sense of urgency and panic among consumers, 

this is mandatory, ec * u ., ^ Hindu that, u^on enquiry, distributors had been telling them that they would 
her, several consumers /f or uj ne cylinders a year) if they failed to register their details with the IOC 

i to forego their subsi y ‘ ^ ed tbe 10’ will migrate customers entirely to the new system - that is, 

ibase. Once the DBT scnem ^ arket ^ an d th, subsidy amount will be credited to their bank accounts. 

sumers will have to pay t e 1 ’ 

, other method’ JLnufacturing company was desisting from making statements on whether 

ior IOC officials said that while th ja ^ , d nQt be seeded t0 the database would not be able to 

this was mandatory, m effect , h ^X hem e starts there is no other method to receive or avarl ^ the sub^dy. 

' yuTpnefit “Basically, once tne DB^cnem ; director, Karnataka State office. He pointed out 

0 f the benefit. » ^ method," R- K - r and the DBT scheme was at 100 per cent m 


Circle had ‘seeded’ their 
cent. 


ire nor have 3 usx pxtendl , ulB ucauil _- 

isidered. Meanwh , ^ like ly to keep - . residen t of R.T. Nagar here, said 
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on the Supreme Court verdict”. 
‘This is arm twisting,” she said. 


Despite apexcourt order, IOC proceeds with Aadhaar-lmted DBT - The Hindu 




‘So-called voluntary’ 

Sunil Abraham of the Centre for Internet and Society, a Bangalore-based NCO that has been part of the anti-Aadhaar 
campaign, said IOC was ‘ pushing the boundary”. “From the very beginning, people have been objecting to the so- 
called voluntary nature of the scheme. It’s unfortunate that the will of the Supreme Court in its interim order on such 
as a critical component of our citizenship is also being ignored,” he said. 


Keywords: A adhaar number , LLG.nibsidy, I QCdatab asc , direct henefit 
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